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WHAT KIND OF WORLD POLICE? — Two Views 


Progressive Development 
of a UN Security Power 
By 
Richard S. Leghorn 


U. N. security forces can be used in demilitar- 
ized zones constituted to separate the parties in 
the world’s friction areas. Of course, the neutral- 
ity of the zones should be additionally guaranteed 
by the great powers. 


U.N. forces also can fill power vacuums where 
nations elect to rely on U. N. security power rather 
than their own military forces or those of allies. 

Undoubtedly the underdeveloped and uncommit- 
ted nations would early rely on U. N. power for 
their external security. And as the effectiveness 
of U. N. security power grows and proves itself, 
we can envision over the decades a steady shift 
by all nations to a U. N. reliance. It is not incon- 
ceivable that in the distant future the great powers 
themselves might elect to rely in substantial part 
on U.N. power for their external security. 
The world balance of power would shift irrever- 
sibly to the United Nations. 


In addition to United Nations forces, U. N. 
security power will include national contingent 
forces on detached duty to the U. N. or guaranteed 
in support of U.N. action. These components of 
the world security forces can be so organized in 
relation to each other that a system of deterrent 
checks and balances exists. Absolute power in the 
U.N. is not the ultimate answer, as many assume. 


We must recognize, too, that U.N. security forces 
must be built slowly not only because of practical 
problems, but also to avoid subversion by any one 
nation or group of nations. The start would 
logically be a small police force of some tens of 
thousands, drawn largely from citizens of small, 
neutral countries. Air and sea mobility should 
early be added to permit prompt action. Bases and 
training areas must soon be provided. Permanent 
bases could be ceded or purchased; at the moment 
the Sinai area suggests itself as a not illogical 
first site. 


(concluded - next page, colunm one) 


A First Step Toward 
a System of Law 
By 
Samuel R. Levering and Marion H. McVitty 


The United Nations Emergency Police Force 
already has provided a valuable means to save 
face for Britain, France and Israel in withdrawing 
their troops from Egypt. It also may have prevent- 
ed resumption of fighting, which, by engagement 
of Russian “volunteers” might have led to World 
War III. For these accomplishments, all mankind 
should be thankful. 


But the greatest potential value of the UNEPF 
lies ahead. If it is made permanent, and used 
primarily to prevent wars, not to extinguish them, 
its usefulness can be tremendous. 

At least until the nations are fully and enforce- 
ably disarmed, the United Nations cannot have a 
military force of its own capable of coercing a 
major power by armed might, even if that con- 
cept were moral or practical. It is now unlikely 
that the smaller States would accept the creation 
of a U.N. military force which could be effective 
only against them. 


The U.N. force used in Korea was a rough 
facsimile of the force contemplated by the U.N. 
Charter for the punishment of aggressors by 
military means. The nature of the current U.N. 
Emergency Force represents to many U.N. dele- 
gates an improvement over the earlier concept. 


The Canadian delegate, Roch Pinard, described 
the present situation thus: “The Middle Eastern 
experiment has already shown we have the possi- 
bility of using an intermediate technique between 
merely passing resolutions and fighting war.” 

It is this “intermediate technique” which should 
be made permanent. In essence, it is a para-mili- 
tary force which derives its real power from the 
force of world moral opinion. It is almost certain 
that whatever objective any government had to 
gain by attacking the U.N. Police would be over- 
balanced by the political defeat it would suffer in 
consequence. 


(concluded - next page column two) 
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ROMULO ON THE TWO-POWER STRUGGLE 


Excerpts from Guest Editorial by Carlos P. Romulo, The Saturday Review, Dec. 8, 1956 


The implications of a two-power world were never fully appreciated at San Francisco. 


It was 


assumed that the only thing required for peaceful relations between the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. was for both 
countries to live and let live. But this theory has never worked in history whenever two powerful 


nations faced each other across a power vacuum. 


San Francisco never really faced up to this dangerous situation. 


Its failure was veiled by easy 


rationalizations: “If the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. can’t agree, then a U.N. capable of keeping peace is im- 
posible”, “If they can agree, a stronger U.N. isn’t necessary.” 


This logic, of course, leads to an absurd conclusion: If peace must depend on agreement between 
the giants, then why a U.N. in the first place? The only defensible purpose of a U.N. is to define the rules 


of the game, binding on all, large and small. 


In short, it is precisely because there can be no fundamental agreement between the U.S. and the 
U.S.S.R. that it is mandatory to interpose a peacekeeping body between the two. 


(Leghorn - continued from page one) 


One cannot but be attracted to the notion of 
later arranging permanent bases in other potential 
trouble areas or internationally strategic points, 
such as the Panama Canal Zone, Kashmir, Eastern 
Europe, the Kuriles, Gibraltar, Singapore, and 
so forth. 

To forestall veto problems, U.N. security forces 
will at first have to be responsive to the General 
Assembly through the Secretary General, until 
charter revisions can provide other means of 
political control. 

At first, U.N. forces, backed by moral and legal 
deterrents and by national contingent forces, 
should be designed only to deter aggression. 
Attempts by U.N. forces themselves to repel armed 
aggression after it has started particularly by a 
great power, as was recently the need in Hungary, 
must be avoided in the beginning. 

National forces under U.N. control can of course 
be used now to repel limited aggression, as in 
Korea. Later, a small U.N. army, navy, and air 
force could be developed with strength sufficient 
to repel small aggressions, to put out so-called 
“brush fire” wars and to enforce world justice. 

Later too, limited quantities of atomic and other 
modern arms should be added to fill the atomic 
power vacuum; otherwise, national atomic forces 
of ten, twenty, thirty and more countries will 
eventually fill this vacuum. 

The combination of effective U.N. security 
power and political settlements is the key to na- 
tional arms limitations, rather than international 
controls. And we should note, too, that U.N. secur- 
ity power is the future key to solving the problem 
of external national military bases, and to reliev- 
‘ing Western powers of the unwelcome burden of 
preserving international order among other na- 
tions. Western military bases and forces, despite 
the political discontent they provoke, cannot be 
given up in Asia or Africa until effective U.N. 
power can take over. 


(McVitty-Levering - continued from page one) 


If the real power of a U.N. force is moral power, 
then small arms would be as effective as tactical 
atomic weapons in the hands of the U.N. police. 


A permanent U.N. para-military Police Force 
should have its numbers greatly increased. Its 
members should be individually recruited by the 
U.N. from nations other than the Big Five. It 
should have its own highly mobile means of trans- 
port. Finally, it should not have to obtain the per- 
mission of the nation, or nations, involved before 
it could enter the territory to carry out orders 
voted by the United Nations. 


Look at the examples of possible action by such 
a permanent U.N. Police in the last few years. It 
could have patrolled the original division line in 
Palestine. Would not this have prevented Arab 
attack, and the first Palestine War, which left 
800,000 refugees, humiliation and bitterness in 
Egypt, and hatred which has prevented any 
settlement? If it had policed the border between 
North and South Korea before and during 1950, 
would the Communists have dared to attack? If it 
had been ready to answer the Hungarian (Nagy) 
government’s call for help, would the Russians 
have dared to commit mass slaughter? 


With such permanent U.N. Police Force in be- 
ing, an effort could be made to add to it the related 
parts of a system of law and order. U.N. Courts 
should be set up to which the U.N. Police could 
take offenders for proper disposition. An increased 
reliance on compulsory legal jurisdiction over 
international disputes could be encouraged by the 
U.N., so that settlements might obviate the need 
for the continued presence of U.N. Police in 
troubled areas. 


As the nations disarm, a U.N. military force 
probably also will be considered necessary for the 
common security. When that time comes, the U.N. 
Charter must have the built-in safeguards against 
abuse of that power which it does not have today. 


t 


@ There has never been a time 


VIEW FROM THE BRIDGE 


Donald Harrington, President of United World Federalists, Inc. 


when Federalists could be so 
encouraged. The goals for which 
we have been working for ten 
years are becoming recognized 
as valid by leaders and people 
alike. War as a means of settling 
international disputes or win- 
ning human freedom has become 
too dangerous. Hungary and 
Suez proved that. If we want to 
extend freedom in the world, we 
must do it under the auspices 
and guarantees of the U.N. 
The United Nations must be pre- 
served, and the United Nations 
must be strengthened! 

President Eisenhower made this explicit in his 
remarkable Inaugural Address which will, I be- 
lieve, stand through all times as a great and noble 
utterance expressing the deepest hopes of the 
American people. “We recognize,” he said “and 
accept our own deep involvement in the destiny 
of men everywhere. We are accordingly vledged to 
honor, and to strive to fortify, the authority of 
the United Nations. For in that body rests the 
best hope of our age for the assertion of that law 
by which all nations may live in dignity ... There 
must be law, steadily invoked and respected by 
all nations, for without law, the world promises 
only such meagre justice as the pity of the strong 
upon the weak.” 

We must support the President in this glorious 
assertion of our American responsibility to take 
leadership in making the United Nations capable 
of administering and supporting justice for the 
nations under law. 

We must try to help him to translate these 
principles into policies and programs, firmly 
supported by public opinion in the United States 
and throughout the world, which will help bring 
about the desired end. A cardinal point in every 
policy position should be the degree to which the 
proposed position strengthens or weakens the Uni- 
ted Nations, and every position taken should be 
directed in such a way as to help the United Na- 
tions to grow in the authority and power necessary 
to do its job. 

The creation of the U.N. Emergency Force for 
the Suez area was a real step forward. It has 
enhanced U.N. authority and prestige in the eyes 
of the world’s people. Its ability to stop the Brit- 
ish, French, Israeli and Egyptian fighting was a 
credit both to it and to them. It will emerge from 
this action stronger than it went in. 

But the U.N. must show itself capable of 


dealing also with Col. Nasser, of 
winning his acceptance of a set- 
tlement between Israel and 
Egypt and of an end to the 
Egyptian attacks upon Israel. In 
doing so it must be bold and im- 
aginative and feel the solid sup- 
port of the world’s people. 

The failure of the U.N. to se- 
cure Soviet withdrawal from 
Hungary has hurt the U.N., not 
only in the eyes of the Hungar- 
ians but of all men everywhere. 
So far the lesson seems to be 
that the U.N. can make the 
aa democracies desist from mili- 
tary action in the protection of what they re- 
gard as their vital interests, but it cannot make 
the communists do the same. It is little wonder 
that the Hungarians say to each other cynically, 
“It would be natural for God to come to our res- 
cue, but for the U.N. to do so would be a miracle.” 


Curiously, some people criticize the U.N. savage- 
ly for its inability yet to be of great help in the 
Hungarian situation. They forget that the reason 
it wasn’t able to help was that it had never been 
given the power to do so. And often those who 
criticize it most fiercely for its failure to act are 
exactly those who have consistently opposed any 
efforts to make it stronger. The last legitimate 
government of Hungary called upon the U.N. to 
protect the integrity of its government and to 
sponsor its neutralization. If the U.N. had had an 
international police force in being when the 
Hungarian call came, it might have been able to 
fly contingents in to Budapest, and it is doubful 
if the Soviets would have dared run the risk of 
violating the integrity of that U.N. Police Force. 


U.W.F.’s next step must be to help create the 
public opinion which will support the concept of 
a Permanent U.N. Police Force and ask that it 
be brought into being, that will urge its develop- 
ment to the point that it would be capable of 
sponsoring the neutralization and demilitarization 
of such nations as were to request such protection. 
We must continue to urge the adequate prepar- 
ation of American public opinion for the calling 
of a U.N. Charter Review Conference. 


To do this U.W.F. needs more members, more 
meetings, more money, more discussion, more 
speakers, more articles, editorials, letters to editors 
and ads, more resolutions from other civic-minded 
organizations, - in a word, more active participa- 
tion. The key to this is YOU! 


Public Affairs Letter 
By 


Harry B. Hollins, HI 
Chairman, Public Affairs Committee 

The recent public affairs letter on draft Con- 
gressional resolutions received a large and prompt 
response. Branches and chapters all over the 
country discussed the resolutions, suggested im- 
provements, and met with members of Congress. 
Many reported warm support for some of these 
resolutions among members of the House and the 
Senate. Several members of Congress have in- 
dicated a desire to be active sponsors. 


It was a most effective job! Our chapters have 
responded well. 


At the Council meeting in New York on January 
12, suggestions from the chapters were taken up 
in great detail. The resolutions were re-drafted in 
accordance with the ideas which came in from the 
field (See January Newsletter). 


In the light of your reports from the field and 
from the Washington office, the Council also 
initiated plans for a campaign to make maximum 
use of the resolutions to educate the public and 
government officials and to start action towards 
achieving the goals. 


Many other national organizations have shown 
interest in these resolutions. We are now in the 
, process of discussing our drafts with them, and 
attempting to fuse a coalition to wage a successful 
campaign to bring these crucial issues to the 
forefront of public attention. This may involve 
slight changes and revisions in language. 


When final revisions of text are made, plans 
are completed, and a feasible schedule is worked 
out, an appeal for action to the field will be sent 
out. 

Meanwhile, copies of the new draft resolutions 
are available to any chapter or study group desir- 
ing to work on them. It is not too late for sugges- 
tions which will help to make the text more 
effective. 


Meanwhile, it is suggested that every chapter 
be sure it has a Public Affairs chairman, and 
that he make plans for effective support of our 
national effort through Congressional visits at 
home, possible visits to Congressmen in Washing- 
ton, letter writing, community discussion and 
liason with other organizations. 

The signal for action will come soon. Please 
prepare your branch and chapter for it. 


The Episcopal House of Bishops Speaks 


Excerpts from a recent Pastoral Letter 


“First, remember, that in the Christian tradi- ® 


tion government while it can be abused, is a divine 
ordinance. In a small community or a large nation, 
there can be no order without government and 
no liberty without a common obedience. 


“The same reasoning applies to the international 
scene. There it is also true that without the power 
of government, without common obedience to 
authority, there is no liberty. The opposite of order 
is disorder; and international disorder is anarchy, 
and even war. With all its inadequacies and im- 
perfections we believe that Christians are called 
to give their fullest support to the United Nations, 
the only semblance of world government we 
possess. Let it be strengthened so that it can 
maintain order; let its servants with their awful 
responsibility be steadily in our prayers; and let 
the order it stands for be clear in our minds. As 
always in the affairs of men, the only answer to 
the anarchy of unilateral action is common action 
built on a community of interest. Above our tur- 
moil and unrest God reigns, and government to 
express community of interest and to maintain 
order is a clear part of His sovereign will. Let us 
be bold and persistent in working for that govern- 
ment on the international scene. 


“Remember that the free world must stand 
together and that our present precarious alliance 
can be maintained only by the deepest under- 
standing and sympathy. The harsh judgments of 
the self-righteous against the unilateral action of 
others must be softened by the knowledge of our 
sins and shortcomings. 


“Applied to the international scene, it is a pro- 
found Christian truth that self-righteous people 
are hard and blind, and that relationships can 
be maintained only as we are able to forgive 
because we too need forgiveness. We believe that 
unilateral action is dangerous and to be avoided, 
but let us face honestly, for example, what the 
United States would be tempted to do if our in- 
terest in the Panama Canal Zone were threatened. 


“We can support President Eisenhower and the 
decision of our Church, taken in convention after 
convention pledging full support to the United 
Nations by expressing our concern that effective 
power be given to that body.” 


United World Federalists, Inc.: Donald Harrington, President 
179 Allyn Street, Hartford 3, Connecticut 


The Federalist Newsletter is published every month except August by United World Federalists, Inc., 179 Allyn 
Street, Hartford 3, Connecticut. Subscription price: included in regular UWF membership; one year to non- 
members for the Federalist Newsletter $1.00. Second Class Mail privilege at Hartford, Connecticut. 


WORLD LAW — As Seen 


Excerpts from 


The Soviet Attitude to World Gov't. 
by Ivo Lapenna 
In “World Affairs”, journal of Federal Union, 
the British World Federalist organization 
The standpoint of the Soviet Union toward the 
idea of world government is wholly disapproving. 
This refers, naturally, to the concept of world 
government as it is understood in the West... 
Soviet doctrine, though it formally recognizes the 
existence of international law, nevertheless de- 
clared that the “position of the Soviet Union 
consists neither in the abstract application of all 
the standards of international law, nor yet of their 
rejection en bloc, without exception”’. 


Such a position in truth means the denial of 
international law as true law. If international law 
is law, then it is valid in its entirety for all. One 
cannot “recognize” some regulations and “not 
recognize” others; such non-recognition of any 
existing and valid prescription whatever is equiv- 
alent to non-recognition of the compulsory char- 
acter of law, hence of law itself as such. 


That, nonetheless, is the Soviet standpoint. 


from Moscow and Washington 


Excerpts from 


The 2nd Inaugural Address 
By 
President Dwight D. Eisenhower 


We know clearly what we seek, and why. 

We seek peace, knowing that peace is the climate 
of freedom. And now, as in no other age, we seek 
it because we have been warned, by the power of 
modern weapons, that peace may be the only 
climate possible for human life itself. 

Yet this peace we seek cannot be born of fear 
alone; it must be rooted in the lives of nations. 
There must be justice sensed and shared by all 
peoples, for, without justice, the world can know 
only a tense and unstable truce. 

There must be law, steadily invoked and re- 
spected by all nations, for without law the world 
promises only such meager justice as the pity of 
the strong upon the weak. But the law of which 
we speak, comprehending the values of freedom, 
affirms the equality of all nations, great and small. 

Splendid as can be the blessings of such a peace, 
high will be its cost; in toil patiently sustained, 
in help honorable given, in sacrifice calmly borne. 

We are called to meet the price of this peace. 


Are You “WAGING PEACE”? 


Have you bought “WAGING PEACE” by C. 
Max Stanley? Do you know about this new and 
powerful book, which Macmillan published in 
November? 


Donald Harrington, says of the book: “This is 
the clearest and most comprehensive analysis of 
the problem of peace that I have yet encountered.” 
— UWF has paper bound copies at $1.25. (Regular 
hard cover price $4.50). 


— Buy it yourself. Send to UWF, Inc., 179 Allyn 
Street, Hartford 3, Conn., for your copy. Enclose 
$1.33 (eight cents for postage). 


— Give copies to your clergyman, your library. 
Get them to speak about it. 


— Ask your bookstore to display the hard cover 
edition. 


— Talk about it with your friends. If they say 
they would like the book, say “All right! Give me 
$1.25 and your name and address and I will have 
it mailed to you.” Then send to National the name, 


address and money and the book will be sent 
right off. 


Governor Robert Meyner of New Jersey, being 
presented with a copy of “WAGING PEACE” by 
George Holt, UWF’s Executive Vice President. 
Myron Kronisch, President of UWF of New Jersey, 
left, and Archibald Alexander of the New Jersy 
Advisory Board, look on. 


— A FREE RIDE TO BOSTON. The chapter 
selling the most copies of the special $1.25 UWF 
edition will be given free transportation for,one 
delegate to the National General Assembly in 
Boston in May. 


— HELP YOUR CHAPTER WIN THE PRIZE. 
You might be sent yourself. ; 
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Membership Contest — 1957 


Starting now, a membership contest is in being. 
Our goal is a national percentage increase of 10% 
over last year’s final figures. Thus, the December 
31, 1956 memberships are the base figures for 
the contest. 

We urge all regional and state organizations to 
put the contest into operation for their chapters 
at once, so that the results will begin to be felt 
by the time of our General Assembly. 

Our goal last year was a 5% increase. Instead, 
we had a national decrease. 

In these times of opportunity and challenge, we 
can and must markedly reverse this downward 
trend. It can be done. 


12-31-56 12-31-57 

members goal 
California 1,635 1,799 
Central Atlantic 1,630 1,793 
Colorado 78 86 
Florida 204 224 
Georgia 35 39 
Idaho 34 37 
Illinois 645 710 
Mid-Lakes 1,464 1,611 
Mid-West 1,381 1,519 
Minnesota 453 498 
New England 2,451 2,696 
New Jersey 673 740 
New Mexico 153 168 
New York 1,434 1,577 
North Carolina 132 145 
Oregon 111 122 
Pennsylvania 1,521 1,673 
Utah 52 57 
Washington 234 258 
All others 280 308 
TOTAL 14,600 16,060 


Hats Off 
to the Members of: 


Central Atlantic, the only Region or Branch of 
UWF to have exceeded its membership quota 
during 1956. Central Atlantic finished the year 
with 1,630 members, or 6% more than it had at 
the end of 1955. The goal was a 5% increase. 

Congratulations also to Illinois, which increased 
over last year’s total, and to the Pittsburgh Area 
Council, which exceeded the 5% goal. The records 
indicate that 29 chapters exceeded the 5% increase. 
But these are not final figures as yet. There may 
be more. 


General Assembly In Boston 


UWF’s Eleventh General Assembly will be held 
in Boston, Mass., from May 17 through May 19 
at the Somerset Hotel. 

We urge all Regions, Branches and Chapters to 
start NOW thinking about, discussing and reach- 
ing conclusions on the issues they want presented 
to the Assembly. 


What positions should we take on: 

— The Middle East? ; 

— Central Europe? 

— Colonialism? 

— Bans on Nuclear and ICBM tests? 
— The World Police Force? 

— Any other issues? 


What do you think of: 

— A different method of Regional and Branch 
representation on the National Council? 

— The policy of taking stands on specific issues 
like Suez, which can be related to the goals 
of Federalism? 

— Achange in UWF’s name? 


Discuss these matters at your meetings; choose 
your delegates; instruct them to present your 
conclusions. If you intend to propose any action 
which requires amendments to UWF’s By-Laws, 
be sure such proposals reach the National office 
not later than March 15th, so that they can be 
published in the April Newsletter. If published 
therein, they can be adopted by majority vote of 
the Assembly. If not published by that time, a 
two-thirds Assembly vote will be required for 
passage. 


The Institute's 2nd Radio Contest 


Two thousand dollars in prizes is offered again 
in 1957 for the best fifteen minute radio program 
produced and broadcast by a community organi- 
zation on the subject of Action for Peace in Our 
Town. 

A radio station and a community organization 
must cooperate to build a show. After the show is 
presented, the script must be sent to the Institute 
for International Order, 11 West 42 St., N.Y. 36. 

First prize is $400 to the radio station and $400 
to the community organization. Second prize is 
$200 to each. There are two third prizes of $100 to 
each, and four fourth prizes of $50 to each. There 
are also two special college awards of $25 each 
to college supported radio stations and campus 
groups. 

Last year, UWF’s Worcester, Mass., chapter 
and Station WTAG won a fourth prize; and UWF 
chapters in Longview, Washington, and Chicago 
won Honorable Mention. 

Write the Institute for particulars. 
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FOCUS ON FEDERALISM 


Microscoping 
The World 


U.N. purchase of the 
Sinai Peninsula, or its rent 
on a long lease, is the sub- 
ject of a motion which has 
been introduced into the British House of Com- 
mons. Forty-nine M.P.’s, twenty-six Laborites, 
twenty-one Conservatives and two Liberals, spon- 
sor the motion. It was initiated by I. J. Pitman, 
Conservative, whom many UWF chapters remem- 
ber from his speaking tour last year, and Henry 
Usborne, Laborite. 

The motion also calls for control by the U.N. of 
the strategic islands of Tiran and Sanafir at the 
head of the Gulf of Aquaba. 

The motion further calls for suitable revision 
of the U.N. Charter so that the U.N. could carry 
out its responsibilities, including the stationing 
of a permanent U.N. force in these areas. 

Mollie Panter-Downes, in The New Yorker has 
stated that though many English regard these 
proposals as “hopelessly idealistic’, the group 
sponsoring the motion reports that “public interest 
is mushrooming steadily among all kinds of peo- 
ple, who maybe suspect that they contain a sort 
of glimmer of a last chance for all of us.” 

World Affairs, the publication of Federal Union, 
the British counterpart of UWF, has this to say: 
“If such a force had existed there could have been 
no possible excuse for military intervention by 
Britain and France in Egypt. As it is, Britain 
and Frar.ce have wantonly dishonored their signa- 
tures to the Charter of the United Nations. To 
those of us who are concerned with the growth 
of a world community in which relations between 
nations shall be determined in a democratic way 
by a world assembly, this is deeply shocking. We 
must be concerned at all times to build up the 
authority and the good name of the United Na- 
tions, and to submit what we are pleased to call 
our own vital interests to its arbitration as well 
as the vital interest of other nations. In the long 
run it is overwhelmingly in the interests of the 
British people, dependent as we are on so many 
overseas connections, to have a strong United 
Nations.” 

In October, the Parliamentary Group for World 
Government issued a statement signed by 27 M.P.’s 
and Peers calling attention to the need for a supra- 
national authority to govern those parts of the 
world, such as the Suez Canal, which are of global 
concern. The statement called on the government 
to declare that the creation of such a supra-nation- 
al authority was the aim of its foreign policy. 


Dissecting 
Washington 


DISARMAMENT 

The Subcommittee on Disarmament of the Sen- 
ate Foreign Relations Committee voted to seek a 
six months extension in order to continue its 
work. This vote virtually assures that it will be 
extended. Approval by the full committee and the 
Senate usually follow as a matter of course. 

Disarmament negotiations this year are the 
most important of his Presidency, Mr. Eisenhower 
has told intimates. If the Russians are willing to 
come to some sort of agreement this year, he is 
confident that he can carry it through Congress. 

But he’s not certain that he could carry the 
very best agreement in an election year such as 
1958. 

The proposals already made by Ambassador 
Lodge do not represent the sum total of the pos- 
ition which the U.S. will take on a disarmament 
treaty. Important additions are being reserved 
for private negotiating sessions. 


FOREIGN AID 

The foreign aid program this year will receive 
the support of a concerted drive powered by over 
fifty of the nation’s most influential organizations. 
It will be sparked at a conference to be held at 
Washington’s Statler Hotel on Lincoln’s Birthday 
by the National Conference on International 
Economic and Social Development. This will be 
followed by a series of grass roots conferences. 
UWF is participating. 
MORE ON DISARMAMENT 

A White House Conference on Disarmament, 
similar in format to last year’s White House Con- 
ference on Education, is now in the early planning 


stage. National leaders from all walks of life will 


come to Washington to familiarize themselves with 
the problem .... if the plan works out. 


RANDOM NOTES 

Scientists attending the Annual meeting of the 
American Association for the Advancement of 
Science were warned by Pitirim Sorokin of Har- 
vard that the Jesse James of the future will use 
A-Bombs, or may terrorize whole communities, 
large and small, with war-developed, but until 
now never used, test tubes of lethal or paralyzing 
germs. 

And the Washington Post, editorializing on the 
capture of New York’s “mad bomber”, said it 
was very fortunate that he was unfamiliar with 
atomic technology. 
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UWF should consider taking a strong stand on a U.N. inspected moratorium on nuclear explosions. 
This would be a practical step toward strengthening the U.N. as an instrument of justice, law and order. 

Such a moratorium must include inspection and the detection of violations and must apply equally 
to all nations. 


The long range detection of nuclear explosions is easy. A system of monitoring stations located 
around the world, including sites in the U.S. and the U.S.S.R., would detect all major nuclear explosions 
anywhere. Such a step offers certain inspection with a minimum restriction of national authority. 

Radioactive elements raise serious health hazards. This is especially true of Strontium-90, which 
has already been released into the atmosphere. 


A ban or moratorium on tests would greatly handicap the development of nuclear weapons by 
nations not yet possessing them. 

For these reasons, it may be necessary to restrict nuclear explosions before we can reach agree- 
ment on complete, inspected disarmament of all weapons. 


Sites for monitoring a nuclear explosion test ban could be equipped with radar instruments to 
monitor a ban on ICBM tests, thus forestalling the development and stockpiling of these awesome and 
ultimate weapons. 

Dr. Charles C. Price, Pennsylvania 
Chairman, Federation of American Scientists 


While Eastern Europe was a Soviet satellite, withdrawal, even progressive, of American forces 
westward, eventually to the U.S., in return for Soviet withdrawal eastward, was a transparent fraud. 


But a mutual withdrawal on condition that the East European states have free elections is an en- 
tirely new situation. This would meet the Russian fear for security. It would remove the reason for the 
presence of U.S. troops in Europe. Then the East European states, under some regime of limited mili- 
tarization, policed and inspected by a group including both Russians and Americans, integrated into 
Western Europe, would fill the vacuum left by the settlement of 1945 with a viable political and military 
group, sufficient for defense and too weak for attack. It would be sufficient for defense because the 
real danger that always existed, that the Soviet would be invited by satellites, would no longer be present. 


Rex Lang, Minnesota 


Perhaps one of the proposals (of the U.N. Commission which was appointed to study a Review 
Conference and report to the U.N. in 1957) will be that to this conference every people on the face of the 
earth should be invited to send representatives, even those peoples who are not self-governing yet .. . 
This would be an act of faith original in history, an act of recognition of the equal status and dignity 


of ——— an act of deriving the full benefit and blessings of the united wisdom and voice of 
mankind. 


Max Pavin, California 
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